
ally nil, despite the fact that the police force was
increased from 3,000 to 5,000 officers and despite
the fact that those very same individuals had
spent most of their previous adult lives in jaill
As to Dr. Sherman's statement that the phar-

macological benefit of being addicted to metha-
done is "incidental," I might point out that meth-
adone is not injected (hence all concomitant
problems in that regard are avoided), that the de-
sire for heroin itself is decreased, that there is no
euphoriant effect (the addict is not "high," is
able to drive and has normal reflexes) and that
to a large extent the "kick" or other satisfaction
from an injection of heroin is neutralized.

Additionally, 60-85 percent of the addicts in
various programs are holding down jobs or going
to school and are thus rehabilitated members of
society.
No one involved in treatment programs sees

methadone as a panacea. It is an effective stop-
gap measure. All efforts to discover other meth-
ods of treatment including non-narcotic blocking
agents are being encouraged.

I wonder if Dr. Sherman is aware that there
are an estimated 30,000 heroin addicts in the Los
Angeles County area and that there are over
4,000 on the waiting list for the L.A. County
Methadone Maintenance Program-a list which
is currently increasing at the rate of 50 per week.
Has he considered the feelings engendered by
the horrifying necessity of the doctors in those
clinics who have to send addicts away from their
doors, maybe for years, in essence telling them
to go back on the street and continue to get their
"fixes" until their names come up on the list? I
seriously doubt if Dr. Sherman has spoken to
the dedicated doctors involved in the current
inadequately funded programs.

Finally, in regard to the suggestion that the
prospect of being able to receive methadone
would serve to encourage individuals to experi-
ment with heroin, I find this ill-conceived con-
jecture. Whatever the cause of heroin addiction,
there is no evidence that the addict at any time
rationally considers the future results of becom-
ing addicted. If he did, he wouldn't start in the
first place, since he is surely aware of the results
of addiction. Further, the methadone mainte-
nance programs have regulations regarding the
length of time one has been addicted to heroin
before he may be admitted (usually at least two
years). Does Dr. Sherman think that a person

who would not try heroin under "normal" cir-
cumstances might decide in advance to become
addicted in the vague hope that after two or
three years he could get on the waiting list at a
methadone maintenance clinic?

I agree that drug abuse is a societal problem
and will eventually require solutions beyond
what medicine has to offer, but I believe that at
the present time, methadone maintenance is a
pragmatic solution to a medical problem.

ALFRED E. COODLEY, M.D.
Los Angeles

Free Clinics
To the Editor: I wish to congratulate you on

the paper, "Free Clinics in California, 1971" [Calif
Med 116:106-111, Apr 1972]. When the survey
was first sent out by [Bureau of Research and
Planning] the California Medical Association, a
great deal of "paranoia" was created in Free Clin-
ics as to your motives for the survey.
Some in organized medicine are opposed to

free clinics and I was greatly relieved to see a
fair and objective study published.

I might add that Dr. Schwartz's [material on]
Free Clinics is published in expanded form in
"The Free Clinic: A Community Approach to
Health Care and Drug Abuse."

Also I might point out that although some free
clinics are in good shape financially (The Haight-
Ashbury Free Clinic just received an 8 year
NIMH drug abuse treatment grant), others are
not. The Long Beach Free Clinic, an excellent
program prominently mentioned in the article,
is in great need of funds and I hope the Long
Beach Medical Society will do more to mobilize
community support behind this excellent pro-
gram.

DAViD E. SMITH, M.D.
San Francisco

In Defense of Corticosteroids
To the Editor: My previous contributions

[have had to do with] beliefs and dogmas which
although, in my opinion, lacking scientific basis
cause no great harm. In this instance I indict a
teaching which I believe is causing tragedy for
the millions of victims of diseases of hyper-im-
mune mechanism such as asthma, arthritis, colitis
and collagen disease. I refer to the emphasis
placed on side effects of corticosteroid drugs.
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